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Federal Communications Commission
Office ofthe Secretary
445 12'h Street, S.W.
Room TW-A325
Washington DC 20554

In the matter of: Request for Review by Bienville Parish School Board ofDecision of
Universal Service Administrator.

Reference: FCC Docket No. 97-21
FCC Docket No. 96-45

Please accept this letter as a request for review of the appeal decision ofthe Universal Service
Administrator regarding:

USAC 471 Application Number 220710
Funding Request Numbers 573330,573338,573345,573352,573377

USAC 471 Application Number 226869
Funding Request Numbers 573440,581265

The above applications and FRN requests have been denied based on the decision that the Form
471 "Block 6" signature page submitted was not the newly updated October, 2001 approved
form, but was the previous version ofthe signature page. We assert this issue is a minor
deviation which should not have caused the denial of all eligible discounts. In addition, we
assert that the USAC Administrator accepts or denies prior year Block 6 signature pages
inconsistently and request that the district not be penalized for an oversight that does not result in
consistent denial under USAC review.

The interest of the school in this matter is that ofa Universal Service Fund applicant seeking
discount support for eligible services. The district has committed considerable resources to
provide equipment and services for students. Denial ofcontinued Universal Service discounts
will cause severe hardship on the district.

The facts of the application are described in the following paragraphs and the attached SLD
Letter ofAppeal dated August 23,2001. The school applied for telcom and ~mlO~~ld Q
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discounts under Application 220710 and internal connections equipment and services discounts
under Application 226869 for Year 4 under the Universal Services program The issue at hand is
that the Block 6 signature form was changed in October, 2000 and the school had already
obtained a copy ofthe Block 6 for which was later mailed to the USAC. The points on which we
are requesting review are described in the following paragraphs.

The USAC changed the Block 6 form four months after the start ofthe funding year submission
cycle. Under USAC rules, a school was allowed to begin the process of formulating an
application as early as July 1, 2000 and then submit the application online when the filing
window opened in November, 2000. In practice, many schools assemble the forms at the
beginning ofthe school year andthen complete and submit the forms during the window period.
The particular case with this request is that the forms were printed and filed in with preliminary
information during the early part of the school year. The USAC then made minor revisions to
the Block 6 form in October, 2000. As the 470 advertisement period and 471 decisions were
completed, the working application was key entered online. The Superintendent signed the
working copy paper Block 6 form for submission. At least two people compared the form to the
online printed Block 6 page, but neither noticed two minor additions. Over six months later, the
SLD informed the district that neither application would be processed.

Individual applications should not be summarily disqualified when the USAC has changed
requirements at such a late date. It is understandable that the USAC might require a revised
Block 6 form as a part ofProblem Resolution, but issues much more significant are allowed
correction under the Naperville ruling and other Commis~iondirectives. It is inappropriate to
dismiss an entire application under such circumstances. In addition, the filing window time
period and six month response interval from the SLD preclude any opportunity for the school to
provide any corrective action within a reasonable window.

Evidence is present showing that the SLD applies the October, 2000 Block 6 review in an
inconsistent manner. We are aware ofat least one other application that was not denied when the
previous version Block 6 was submitted and another in particular (Tallulah Academy) where two
Block 6 forms were submitted in the same envelope with one being accepted and one being
rejected. The point to be recognized is that even the trained examiners ofthe SLD routinely
confuse the changed forms or overlook inconsistencies.

Evidence is present showing the Block 6 form is only used to verify the identity of the applicant
since the written Block 6 signature form is no longer required by the USAC as part ofthe
application process. Applications will now be submitted simply by entering a PIN number to
verify the identity ofthe applicant. This change is evidence that the submission ofa 471
Application online is considered acceptance ofall conditions enumerated in the online Block 6.
The irony is that the SLD denies discounts for an applicant based on an obsolete form while it is
eliminating that same form.

The changes in the October, 2000 revision of the Block 6 form are moot since all schools must
comply with audit and documentation standards with any Federal program participation. The
same assurances are required by the district when the 486 form is submitted. Although the new
version and additional documentation provided by the form is not challenged, the information



and assurances are not significant enough to warrant denial of an application when a simple
remedy is available.

The overriding goal ofthe Universal Services Fund is to provide universal access to all school
children. The Commission has previously directed USAC to provide assistance in resolving
issues that do not significantly impact the funding request and do not pose a significant
administrative burden upon USAC. The district has sought to comply with the substantial
administrative requirements ofthe program. Allowing the district to submit the updated Block 6
form will not add an undue burden on either party. A favorable review ofthis appeal is the only
avenue for meeting the goals ofthe USF and charge of the Commission.

The relief sought by the school is that the Commission review the issue and allow corrections of
a Block 6 form to be treated as Problem Resolution issue as opposed to Minimum Processing
Standards when all other facets of the application are complete. Specifically, we request the
Commission direct the USAC to allow the signed October, 2000 Block 6 form to be submitted as
a Problem Resolution "additional information" correction. Commission guidelines may direct
that the relief be adopted as allowance ofan extension of time to file the completed 471. Under
either relief, the Commission has declared in previous rulings that the totality ofthe application
should be considered in accepting requests for funding, but must be weighed with the cost of
administering the program. The USAC is charged with processing applications in a cost
effective manner, but this type ofcorrection is insignificant.

The fact that the USAC changed the form four months af~~r the start of the processing year cycle
has placed an additional administrative requirement on rmal schools with limited staffing and
resources. Based on the significance of the change and the burden on the school, it would seem
more appropriate for USAC to permit a school to correct the discrepancy without suffering the
full penalty ofcomplete loss ofall discounts. For these reasons, we request that the district
application not be denied for processing as a Year 4 request.

Please feel free to contact me is your have any other questions or need additional information.
We look forward to a favorable resolution from the Commission that will allow the children of
Bienville Parish to continue moving forward.

Sincerely,

/tI~ 4z;;t(-
William Britt
Superintendent

Attachments:

( I) Copy ofApplication 220710 and Application 226869
(2) Original signature ofBlock 6 From Application 220710 (Online Form Revised

October, 200 I)
(3) Original signature of Block 6 From Application 226869 (Online Form Revised

October, 2001)



(4) SLD Letter ofAugust 2, 2001 (Form 471 Rejection Letter - App 220710 and 226869
with September 1999 Block 6 Forms)

(4) Copy of Letter ofAppeal to SLD - Application 220710 and 226869
(5) SLD Letter ofNovember 5, 2001 (Letter ofDenial on Application 220710 and

226869)
(6) References ofFCC decisions which apply to these appeals.



ATTACHMENT 6
REFERENCES

The FCC has issued guidelines to the SLD that have changed and evolved over time to
accommodate schools where possible. Recent FCC cases allow exceptions based on the public
interest being best served by waiver of rules. Those cases can be summarized as:

Naperville Community Unit - The FCC held that Naperville did indeed submit an application
with required information missing, but that the totality ofcircumstances did not warrant
rejection. It was determined that (1) there was no evidence Naperville attempted to mislead the
SLD, (2) the information was a "first time" request on a "revised" form, and (3) the information
could be easily discerned and (4) the application was otherwise substantially complete. The tie
to the current application cases is that the Block 6 form was changed four months after the start
of the processing year and constituted a "revised form" that could have been misleading. The
information is easily discerned and is no longer being required. The application was otherwise
complete.

Mundelein Elementary Schools (et.al.) - The FCC held that the SLD did not uniformly apply
the standards ofcorrecting missing or incorrectly submitted 470 Application numbers. It was
determined that there was no additional effort required to obtain a missing 470 Application
number than it was to obtain a correction on a submitted 'r70 Application number, but the SLD
would routinely reject an application with a missing 470 number. The FCC held that
inconsistent processing should not be used to penalize applicants with missing information. The
cases in point show that the SLD did inconsistently accept a September 2000 Block 6 form, but
would then reject another Block 6 even within the same school application packet. (Tallulah
Academy).

Lettie Jensen Library - The FCC held that an unreasonable time delay in response by the SLD
had caused an application by the library to be excluded because the amended application was
submitted after the deadline. This case shows that the FCC will hold the SLD responsible where
timing actions cause an application to be denied. The issue for Bienville Parish is that the SLD
changed the Block 6 four months after the start ofthe year, and then did not reply for six months
after the incorrect form was submitted. Even if the application had been incorrectly submitted on
the first day ofprocessing, there would have been insufficient time for the district to re-submit
the Block 6 form.

Northeast Cellular Telephone - The FCC and federal courts held that a Commission rule
"waiver is appropriate only ifspecial circumstances warrant a deviation from the general rule,
and such deviation would better serve the public interest than strict adherence to the general
rule. A rule, therefore, may be waived where the particular facts make strict compliance
inconsistent with the public interest". The issues in these applications are excellent examples
where strict application ofshifting rules is not in the public interest.
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Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

Administrator's Decision on Appeal- Funding Year 2001-2002

November 5, 2001

William Britt
Bienville Parish School Board
2019 Locust Street
Post Office Box 418
Arcadia. Louisiana 71001

Re: Billed Entity Number:
471 Application Nwnber:
Funding Request Nwnber(s):
Your Correspondence Dated:

139293
226869
573440,581265
August 23, 2001

After thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Division ("SLD") of the Universal Service Administ."ative Company ('1JSAC") has made
its decision in regard to your appeal of SLD's Year F'Jur Funding Conunitment Decision
for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the basis ofSLD's
decision. The date of this letter begins the 30-day time period for appealing this decision
to the Federal Communications Commission (UFCC"). Ifyour letter of appeal included
more than one Application Number, please note that for each application for which an
appeal is submitted, a separate letter is sent.

Funding Request Number: 573440, 581265
Decision on Appeal: Denied in full
Explanation:

• You have stated on appeal that an error has been made regarding the certification
page that was submitted for this application. The error in this case is attributable to
filing a portion ofthe 471 application on-line and the other parts of the application via
hard copy. You have stated that the district began a paper working copy of the
application and later entered the application on-line. While completing the hard copy
application the September 1999 Form 471, Block 6~ certification page, was completed
and held for signature. The error had occurred when you had signed and mailed the
hard copy block 6 page since that portion of the application was already completed.
the form change was not detected. You have enclosed with theappeaJ, the correct
OMB-approved FCC Fonn 471, Block 6, certification/signature page dated October
2000 in the lower right hand comer and you request that SLD waive the Minimwn

Box J25 - Correspondence Unit, 80 Soulh Jcfferson Road, Whippany, New Jel1iC:Y 07981
Visit us online lit: hftp:JIwww.sl.lJniverulservice.orr;
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Processing Standards to allow this revised fonn to be accepted and the ~ubmitted
Fonn 471 application be processed and reviewed.

• After thorough review of the appeal, it was detennined from the Fonn 471 application
submitted that the incorrect OMB-approved FCC Fonn 471 (Block 6, Certifications
and Signature page) has been used in Funding Year Four. The lower right hand comer
of this fonn shows September 1999 instead of October 2000. This is the reason the
application was rejected for failing Minimum Processing Standards in FundingYear
4. According to program rules the Fonn 471 is considered to be received when it has
the required information necessary to pass Minimum Processing Standards. Since the
Form 471, Block 6, Certifications and Signature page was not submitted on the
correct OMB-approved FCC Form for Funding Year 4 (dated October 2000 in the
lower right hand comer of the fonn) it was returned to you in accordance with
program rules. It is also noted (with regards to your OMB-appTOved FCC Form 471,
Block 6 page, dated October 2000 which was included with your appeal), that the
Funding Year 4-window deadline for submitting all Form 471 applications was
January 18,2001. Consequently, the SLD w1l1 not consider the Form 471 application
submitted fOT funding, and your appeal is denied in full.

If you believe there is a basis for further examination of your application, you may file an
appeal with the Federal Communications Commission, Office of the Secretary, 445 1i h

Street, SW, Room 1W-A325, Washington, DC 205'54. Please reference CC Docket Nos.
96-45 and 97-21 on the first page of your appeal. Before preparing and submitting your
appeal, please be sure to review the FCC rules concerning the filing of an appeal of an
Administrator's Decision, which are posted on the website at <www.universalscrvice.org>.
You must file your appeal with the FCC no later than 30 days from the date on this
letter for your appeal to be filed in a timely fashion.

We thank you for your continued support, patience, and cooperation during the appeal
process.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

BOl( 125 - Correspondence Unit. 80 South Jcffer.;ol1 Road, Whippany. New Jersey 079111
Visit us online a': http://www.sJ.universa/servico.org
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Universal Service Administrative Company .'. '
Schools & Libraries Division

Administrator's Decision OD Appeal- Fundlng Year 2001-2002

November 5,2001

W11liamBritt
Bienville Parish School Board
2019 Locust Street
Post Office Box 418
Arcadia, Louisiana 71001

Re: Billed Entity Number:
471 Application Number:
Funding Request Number(s):
Your Correspondence Dated:

139293
220710
573330,573338,573345,573352,573377
August 23, 2001

After thorough review and investigation ofall relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Division (USLD") of the Universal Service Administt..ltive Company ('"USAC") has made
its decision in regard to yOUT appeal·ofSLD's Year Fcur Funding Commitment Decision
for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the basis ofSLD's
decision. The date of this letter begins the 3D-day time period for appealing this decision
to the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC"). Ifyour letter of appeal included
more than one Application Number, please nole that for each application for which an
appeal is submitted, a separate letter is senL

Funding Request Number: 573330, 573338, 573345,573352, 573377
Decision on Appeal: Denied in fuU
Explanation:

• You have stated on appeal that an errOT has been made regarding the certification
page that was submitted for this application. The error in this case is attributable to
filing a portion ofthe 471 application on-line and the other parts of the application via
hard copy. You have stated that the district began a paper working copy of the
application and later entered the application on-line. While completing the hard copy
application the September 1999 Fonn 471, Block 6, certification page, was completed
and held for signature. The error had occurred when you had signed and mailed the
hard copy block 6 page since that portion of the application was already completed,
the fOJm change was not detected. You have enclosed with the appeal, the correct
OMS-approved FCC Form 471, Block 6, certification/signature page dated October
2000 in the lower right hand comer and you request that SLD waive the Minimum

Box J25 - Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippsny. New lel'$cy 07981
Visit us online at: http://www.s/.(mivfJrsaJsetvlce.01!;1
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Processing Standards to allow this revised fonn to be accepted and the 'submitted
Fonn 471 application be processed and reviewed.

• After thorough review of the appeal, it was determined from the Form 471 application
submitted that the incorrect OMB-approved FCC Form 471 (Block 6, Certifications
and Signature page) has been used iri Funding Ycar Four. The lower right hand comer
of this form shows September 1999 instead of October 2000: This is the reason the
application was rejected for failing Minimum Processing Standards in FWldlngYear
4. According to program rules the Form 471 is considered to be received when it has
the required infonnation necessary to pass Minimum Processing Standards. Since the
Fonn 471, Block 6, Certifications and SignatUre page was not submitted on the
correct OMB-approved FCC Fonn for Funding Year 4 (dated October 2000 in the
lower right hand comer of the fonn) it was remmed to you in accordance with
program rules. It is also noted (with regards to your OMB-approved FCC Fonn 471,
Block 6 page, dated October 2000 which was included with your appeal), that the
Funding Year 4-window deadline for submitting all Form 471 applications was
January 18,2001. Consequently, the SLD will not consider the Form 471 application
submitted for funding, and your appeal is denied in full.

If you believe there is a basis for further examination of your application, you may file an
appeal with the Federal Communications Commission, Office of the Secretary, 445 12

lh

Street, SW, Room TW-A325, Washington, DC 205)4. Please reference CC Docket Nos.
96-45 and 97-21 on the first page of your appeaL Before preparing and submitting your
appeal, please be sure to review the FCC rules concerning the filing of an appeal of an
Administrator's Decision, which are posted on the website at <www.universalservice.org>.
You must file your appeal with the FCC no later than 30 days from the date 00 tbis
letter for your appeal to be filed in a timely fasbion.

We thank you for your continued support, patience, and cooperation during the appeal
process.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

aox 125 - Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, New Jersey 07981
Visit us online at: http://www.sf.universBlS6NiCQ.org
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August 23, 2001

Letter of Appeal
Schools and Libraries Division
Box l;2S-Correspondence Dnit
80 South Jefferson Road
Whippany NJ 07981

Dear Administrator:

2019 L.ocust Street
POST OFF=ICE BOX 418

A,RCAD/A, LOU/SlANA 71001

LElTEROF APPEAL
SLD DECISION LETTER OF August 2, 2001

YEAR 4 - 471 APPUCATION 220710
APPUCANT FORM IDENTIFJER 007

FRN 573330,573338,573345, 573352, 573377

YEAR 4 - 471APPUCATION 226869
APPUCAi'IT FORM IDENTIFIER 007-IC

FRN 573440, 58I265

TE!.E?HONE

(318J 263-94 ~ 6
(318) :'.63·2244

FAX

1318) 263-3100
(318) 263-9038

I received your letter dated August 2, 2001 indicating the entire FCC Form 471 Certification ofthe Services
and Cenijicarion Fann for the applications above did not meet :rvIinimum Process:ing Standards and thus would not
be processed. The letter stated the reason for rejection was that an incorrect Form 471 had been submitted.
Specifically, the letter explained that the "1999" Form 471 Block 6 page was submitted instead of the October,
"2000" Form 471 Block 6 page. The acmal applications were filed online with just the signature page and school
worksheet being mailed to the SLD.

While I appreciate the need for uniformity and the reduction of administrative cost by your agency, the
only visible differences between the "1999" Form 471 and me "'2000" Form 471 are the form being dated October
2000 and the addition ofthe following statements:

and if audited, will make available to the Administrator such records. (placed at the end
a/paragraph 32)

The Americans with Disabilities Act, the individuals with Disabilities Education Act' and,
the Rehabilitation Act may impose obligations on entities to make the services purchased
with these discounts accessible to and usable by people with disabilities, (placed at the
bottom ofthe form)

While this information is important as to the responsibility of the applicant when providing the services, it
does not alter or modify the required information be:ing presented to the agency. As such, the agency has the
necessary information on the 1999 Form 471 to process the request

In a recent order issued bv the Federal Communil.-ation Commission rNaoer'lille Communirv (1nit FCC 01­
73), the Commission addressed th~ criteria tor rejecting an application due t~ teclmical defecrs. The Commission,
adopted a totality of the circumstances approach when evaluating the rejection of an application. It based the
evaluation method on several factors. One factor was that the form had changed and there was some uncertamty
whether the applicants understood the impact of the change and the appropriate response. The second factor was



Nileilier :he 5LD:ould reasonably disce...'TI the necessary information rIom tile applicarion. Tue Commission noted
thar :he majority of the informarion in the application was correct and the information missing could easily be
discerned from the aIDer intormarion on the application. Under the totality of the circumstances' standard- the
Commission held iliat the application should be reviewed. .

Tile error in the present application is far less significant than the omission in the Naperville case. No
information was omitted. The only error was 1±1at the correct required information was provided on a: form that had
been recently updated three months after the start of the processing year. As such, the agency had all the necessary
inrormation to evaluate the merits of the application. To reject the application solely because the 1999 Form 471
was used instead of the 2000 Form 471 (the information listed an both forms is essentially identlcal) is directly
contrarj to the guidelines set forth by the Commission in the Naperville case.

Furtherinore, the district is already under an obligation to retain the records for audit purposes and to
comply with the guidelines set forth,in The American With Disabilities Act. Namely, before any discount fimding
can be released, a Form 486 must be completed.. This fonn lists the same assurances that were added to the revised .
Form 471. As such, the District is aware of its obligations regarding these issues and .will comply with those
requirements. ..

The error in this case is attributable to filing a portion of the application on-line and the other parts of the
application via hard copy. The district began a paper working copy of the application and· later entered the
application on-line. While completing the hard copy application, the 1999 Form 471 Block 6 page was completed
;md held for signature. Between the time the 1999 hard-copy Form 471 was begun and later submitted online, the
revised Form 471 was issued. The on-line version of the 471 Block 6 was not printed at the time of my review since
the operaror understood that printing the Block 6 would automatically submit tlie entire application. The error
occurred when I signed and mailed the previously prepared 1999 Block 6. Since that portion of the application was
already completed, the form change was not detected..

Wbile I appreciate that the SLD's rules and procedures, I would hope that form would not displace
substance, especially when it comes to an error of this nature. It is my understanding that one of the goals of
Universal Service is to provide technology assistance for educating rural children. It would be a harsh travesty to
see a district's $383,590 technology program canceled due to a minor clerical error.

Consolidated district applications require additional documentation, justificarion, and/or corrections of the
..171 request after the 471 application has been accepted. Such correspondence is normally accepted by the Sill
under the provision that the issue is a "Problem Resolution" clarification. Tue only burden upon the Sill would be
:0 require an updated Block 6 page be submitted as other questions are addressed by the district.

Resolution of the issue involves only a single page substitution as all oilier intormation has been submitted
for processing. I am therefore requesting that the Sill waive "MiIDmum Processing Standards" to allow the revised
page of year ''2000'' Block 6 form be accepted as a Problem Resolution clarification.

I have enclosed the October, ''2000'' Form 471 pages. I respectfully request that the applications be
reviewed and processed. Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Iv~ 4uif
WIlliam Britt
Superintendent

Artacbmems:

SLD Rejection Letter of August 2, 2n01
Form 6 - 471 Certification page
Form 6 -471 Attachments for Internet Access andTclecommunications



l i.:_On_ot_wn_tg_,n._t!lIs_""'_a J
Entity Numoer . 39')93 Applicant's Form Identifier"-__--::U::...:U~/ _
Contact Person _~='.'..,'s,;anc~=,_;,--l_G""","Q1!I~n-= Phone Number 318-263- 9416

Block 6: Certifications and Signature
24 The entities listed in Block 4- of this application are eligible for support because they are: (Check one or both.)

a I]J sC:-1ools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the, Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965,20 U.S:C. Sees. 8801(14) and (25), that do not operate as.Tor­
profit businesses and do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; and/or

b 0 libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
ubrary Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-prQfit businesses and whose
budgets are completely separate from any schools, inclUding, but not limited'to, elementary and
secondary schools, colleges, or universities-:

25 .The eligible schools and libraries listed in Block 4 af this application have secured access to all of the
resources, induding computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical connections necessary to make
effective use of the services purchased as well as to pay the discounted charges for eligible services.

26 All of the schocls and libraries or librar! consortia listed in Blcck 4 of this application are covered by:
a 0 an individual technology plan for using the services requested in this application; and/or
b :g higher-level technology plan(s) for using the services requested in this application; or
c 0 no technology plan needed; applying for basic local and long distance telephone service only.

27 Status oftechnclogy plans (if representing multiple entities with mixed technology plan status, check both a and b):

a g technology plan(s) has/have been approved; and/or
b 0 technology pJan(s) will be approved by a state or OIher authorized body; or
c 0 no technology plan needed; applying for basic local and long distance telephone service only.

28 I certify that the entities eligible for support that I am representing have complied with all applicable state
and local laws regarding procurement of services for which support is being sought.

29 i certify lhat the services the applicant purchases at discounts prollided by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254 will be
used solely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, ur transfenred in consideration for
money or any other thing of value.

30 I certify that the entity(ies) I represent has complied with aJl program rules and I acknowledge that failure
to do so may result in denial of discount funding and/or cancellation of funding commitments.

31 I understand that the discount level used for shared services is conditional, for future years, upon
ensuring that the most disadvantaged schools and libraries that are treated as sharing in the service,
receive an appropriate share of benefits from those services.

32 I recognize that I may be audited pursuant to this application. I will retain ror five years any and all
worksheets and other records that I rely upon to fill out this application, and, jf audited, will make
available to the Administrator such records.

33 I certify that I am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that I have
examined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact
contained herein are true. '

34 Signature of authorized person kJ111. -
,

r~ 135 Date O~ ,- J' 'lA/1/
(7 v

36 Printed name of authorized person TNilliam Britt

37 Title or position of authorized person, .Superintendent

38 Tejeonone number of authorized person: ( 318 ) 263 _ 9416 ,ext.

Persons willfully making false statements on this fonn can be punished by fine or forfeiture, under the Communications Act,

47 U.S.C. Sees. 502. 503(b), or fine or imprisonment under Title 18 of the United States Code, 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001.

The Americans with Disabilities Act, the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act and the Rehabilitation Act may impose

obligations on entities to make the services purchased with these discounts accessible tc and usable by peaple with disabiHties•.

Page 50f5 FCC Form 471 - October 2000



i:;mry ~Ul;JDer 'Appji~n~sForm Identifier 0U i
-_.--- .------------ Phone Numo·er 318- =.'-;6,..,:..,.,-~9..,.4-·--,~'J----------

Contac: P9rson - 2rr~.i:;Cur

NOTICE ,0 INDIVIDUALS: SecTIon 54.::0.i cf:he i"eaeraJ CJmmumcarions Commission's rules requires all schools and iibraries. ordering

servIces ~hal are eligibie for and seeking universal service discounts to file this Services Crdered and Certification Fenn (FCC: Fonn 471) with the

Universai Service Acminisu"ator, 47 C:.F.R. § 54.504. The cc/lecTIon of infonnation stems ircm the Commission's authority under Section 254 of

the Ccmmufilcanons !'\ct of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. § 254. The dala in 'he reoort WlII!:Je used to ensure that sc.'lools ana libraries comoly
with the Gomceritive ciading requirement contained in 47 C.F.R. § 54.504. All schools and iibraries planning to order service eligible for universal
ser/ice discounts must iile ;his rorm themselves or as ,oart of a consortium. '

An agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is -not required to respond to, a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid
OMS control number.

The FCC is authorized under the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, to collect the personal infonnation we request in this ronm.. We will
use the infonnation you provide to detenmine whether approving this application is in the public interest. If we believe there may be a violation or a
potential violation of a FCC statute, regulation, rule or order, your application may be referred to the Federal, state, or local agency responsible for
investigating, prosecuting, enforcing, or implementing the statute, rule, regulation or order. In certain cases, the infonmation in your application
may be disclosed to the Department of Justice or a court or adjudicative body when (a) the FCC; or (b) any employee of the FCC; or (c) the United

States Government is a party of a proceeding before the body or has an interest in the proceeding.

If you owe a past due debt to the Federal govemment, the taxpayer identification number (such as your social security number) and other
information you provide may also be disclosed to the Department of the Treasury Rnancial Management Service, other Federal agencies andlor
your emaloyer to offset your salary, IRS tax refund or other payments to collect that debt. The FCC may also provide theinformalicn to these
agencies mrough the matching of computer records when authorized.

If you do nor provice rhe infonmation we request on the fonn, the FCC may delay processing of your application or may ',etum your application

without action.

The foregoing Notice ~s required by the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L.. No. 93-579, December 31, 1974, 5 U.S.C. § 552, and the Paperwork

Reduction Ac:: cf 1995, Pub.~. No. 104-13, 44 U.S.C. § 3501, et seq.

Public reecrting ollrden ror this collection of information is estimated to average 4 hcurs per response, including the time tor reviewing instructions,
searching existing aata sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, completing, and reviewing the COllection of information. Send
C:lmments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of infonnation, including suggestions for reducing the reporting
burden to the Federal Communications Commission, Perfonmance Evaiuation and Rf'":ords Management, Washington, DC 20554.

Please submit this form to:

SLD-Form 471
P.O. Box 7026
Lawrence, Kansas 66044-7026

For express delivery services or U.S. Postal Service, Return Receipt Requested, mail this form to:

SLD-Form 471
clo Ms. Smith
3833 Greenway Drive
Lawrence, Kansas 66046
(888) 2Q3-8100

Page 6 of 6 FCC: FmTll 471 - October 2000



Alta cllll1P. II I 1-TC
Form Idonllrler 007
Entity Number 139293

ITEM 21 ATTACHMENT
471 Application Number 220710

BIenville Parish
Calculallon Worksheet

TelcolII Costs

86%Discount P_._.... ________ ......... ¥I."ClM'tJI v .... (U

__ fRN Number Descrlotlon Qtv One Time Recurrlng_f-~onth Recurrlno Total ERATE School ERATE
----~

(Installl Costs Factor Costs Cost Disc Cost Cost
Costs Monthly 2001 % 2001 2001

._----~

573330 Bell T1 Charoes (10 lines) $0
-

$3,580 $42,960 $42960 86% $6,014 $36,9461 12
POTS Analog 1 $0 $5,200 12 $62,400 ' $62,400 86% $8:736 $53,664,
Distance learning Video (2 lines)" 1 $0 $1,500 12 $18,000 $18,000 86% $2,520 $15,480

[3eii Soulh Comm FRN TOTAL . $10,280
f-----

$123,360 $123,360 $17,270 $108,090

573338 POTS Analoa 1 $0 $900 12 $10,800 $10,800 86% $1,512 $9,288
GelltlJ!Y~___ FRN TOTAL $900 $10,800 $10 800 $1,512 $9,288

$2,100
I-----_=--,-.-573345----- LonaDistance 1 $0 $1,250

r----------
12 $15,000 $15,000 86% $12,900

1\TiiiTGOf!!.. rRN TOTAL $1,250 $16,000 $16,000 $2,100 $12,900

--5733~ Lana Dlslance 1 $0 $250 12 $3,000 $3000 86% $420 ----$2,580
Century Ter FRN TOTAL $250 $3000 $3,000 $420 $2,580

.. DlslfHlce Learning VIdeo services dedicated Bell South.net compressed video services· only transmission services - no content



Atfar.h'llf'mt 2-IA
rorll1 Il!fmllfler 007
F.ntHy Nurllber 139293

ITEM 21 ATTACHMENT
471 Appllcallon Number 220710

Bienville Parish School District
Calculallon Worksheet

Internet Access

mfHfull1ber Description Recurring Total ERATE School ERATE
~

Qty, One Time Recurring Month
"

(Install) ~osts Factor Costs Cost Disc Cost Cost
Costs 2001 2001 % 2001 2001

573377' Dedlcaled T1 Inlernel Service for ell schools' 1 $0 $7,870 12 $94,440 $94,440 86% $13,222 $81,218
sEi~i) Technologies FRN TOTAL, $94,440 $94,440 $13,222 $81218

• I"leme! service email suppor1 for all schools; support for school Internet Inslallatlon, selup and provision for all eligible services required
fOI l"lemel access,



226869

i Co nat wnte in '.hls area 'Ii

i
Jl~ ---,/

Entity Number _..,:-,-,..:~=-'j=-~=).:..'j..:.5=- _

Contact Person D2r.J::Y Gcur

Block 6: Certifications and Signature
24 The entities listed in Black 4 of this application are eligible for support because they are: (Check one or bath.)

a ~ schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, 20 U.S.C. Sees. 8801 (14) and (25), that de not operate as for­
profit businesses and do -not have endowments exceeding $50 million; andfor

b 0 libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
Library Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose
budgets are completely separate from any schools, including, but not limited to, elementary and
secondary schools, colleges, or universities.

25 The eligible schools and libraries listed in Block 4 of this application have secured access to all of the
re3iources, induding computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical connections necessary to make
effective use of the services purchased as weil as to pay the discounted charges for eligible services.

26 A.II of the schools and libraries or library consortia listed in Block'4 of this application are covered by:
a 0 an individual technology plan for using the services requested in this application; and/or
b 0 higher-level technology plan(s) for using the services requested in this application; or
c 0 no technology plan needed; applying for basic local and long distance telephone service only_

27 Status of technology plans (if representing multiple entities with mixed technology plan status, check both a and b):

a 0 technology plan(s) has/have been approved; and/or
b 0 technology pian(s) will be approved by a state or other authorized body; or
eDna technology plan needed; applyin.g for basic local and long distance telephone service only.

28 I certify that the entities eligible for support that I am representing have complied with all applicable state
and local laws regarding procurement of services for which supprrt is being sought.

29 t certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts pro'tided by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254 will be
used solely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for
money or any other thing of value.

30 I certify that the entity(ies) I represent has complied with all program rules and I acknowledge that failure
to do so may result in denial of discount funding and/or cancellation of funding commitments.

31 ) understand that the discount level used for shared services is conditional, for future years, upon
ensuring that the most disadvantaged schools and libraries that are treated as sharing in the service,
receive an appropriate share of benefits from those services.

32 I recognize that I may be audited pursuant to this application. I will retain for five years any and all
worksheets and ather records that I rely upon to fill out this application, and, if audited, will make
available to the Administrator such records.

, .

33 I certify that I am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that I have
examined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact
contained herein are true.

34 Signature of authorized person k/l/J!.--.~ ~ 135 Date n...., '. "'·AI' ) (,. J..()OI

C/ /' "
36 Printed name of authorized person William Britt

37 Title or position of authorized person.· SLTPeD....J".ltende..Tlt

38 Telepoone number at authorized person: (31 a) 2.6.3-94115 , ext

Persons willfully making false statements on this fonn can be punished by fine or forfeiture, under the Communications Act,

47 U.S.C. Secs. 502, 503(b), or fine or imprisonment under Title 18 of the United States Code. 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001.

The Americans with Disabilities Act, the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act and the Rehabilitation Act may impose

obligations on entities to·make the services Durchased with these discounts accessible to and usable by people with disabilities.

Page 50i6 FCC Form 471 - October 20CO



Entity Numoer ' 3'0,!cn Appiic-anfs Form Identifier ","",,..;'J<-\U:..'~j...,.-....;l~r...~,' _

Contac: Person I::arn'l GOL:r Phone Number 3l8- 263- 9416--==0..=..:----'=-="------ _

NOT1Cc 7C iNDIVIDUALS: Section 54.:504 of tJ'1e Federal Communications Commission's rules requires all schocls and libranes ornering
serv:ces that are eligible for and seeking universai service discounts to file this Services Ordered and Certification Form (FCC Form 471) with the
Universai Service ,~dministraror, 47 C.F.R. § 54.504. The collection of information stems ircm the Commission's authority uneer Section 254 of
the Communications ,~ct of 1934, as amenaed, 47 U.S.C. § 254. Tne aata in the report wiil be used to ensure that schools and libraries comply
with the comceritive bidding requirement contained in 47 C.F.R. § 54.504. All schools and libraries planning to order service eligible for universaJ
service discounrs must file this fonn themselves or as part of a consortium.

An agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid
OMS control number.

The FCC is authorized under the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, to collect the personal information we request in this form. We will
use the information you provide to determine whether approving this application is in the 'public interest If we believe there may be a violation or a.
potential violation of a FCC statute, regulation, rule or order, your application may be referred to the Federal, state, or local agency responsible for
investigating, prosecuting. enforcing, or implementing the statute, rule, regUlation or order. In certain cases, the information in your application
may be disclosed to the Department of Justice or a court or adjudicative body when (a) the FCC; or (b) any employee of the FCC; or (c) the United
States Govemment is a party of a proceeding before the body or has an interest in the proceeding. .

If you owe a past due debt to the Federal government, the taxpayer identification number (such as your social security number) and other
infonnation you provide may also be disclosed to the Department of the Treasury Financial Management Service, other Federal agencies anoJor
your employer to offset your salary, IRS tax ~efund or other payments to collect that debt The FCC may also provide the information to these
agencies through the matching of computer records when authorized.

If you co nor :Jrovide the infonnation we request on the form, the FCC may delay processing of your application or may return your application
without action.' .

The foregoing Notice is required by the' Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. No. 93-579, December 31, 1974, 5 U.S.C. § 552, and the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, Pub. L. No.1 04-13, 44 U.S.C. § 3501 , et seg.

Public reoorting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 4 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions,
searching existing data sources, gathenng and maintaining the data needed, completing, and reviewing the collection of information. Send
comments regarding this burden estimare or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing the reporting
burden to the Federai Communications Commission, Performance Evaluation and records Management, Washington, DC 20554.

Please submit this form to:

SLD-Form 471
P.O. Box 7026
Lawrence, Kansas 66044-7026

For express delivery services or U.S. Postal Service, Return Receipt Requested, mail this form to:

SLD-Form 471
c/o Ms. Smith
3833 Greenway Drive
Lawrence, Kansas 66046
(888) 203-8100

Page 6 of 6 FCC Form 471 - October 2000



Aflaclllllenl3.IC

Fot III Identltler OOl ·IC
elltlly NUlllber 139293

ITHM 21 ATTACHMENT
471ApPilcallon Number 226889

Bienville Parish
Calculation Worksheet
Internal Connections

SharedDlscount Percer~.e 86%---- mIT Number Description QTY One TIme Recurrln« Month Recurrlna Total ERATE School --~- ERA=re--_.
(jnsl~ .------ Ord Costs Factor Costs Cost Disc Cost Cost

Costs 2001
-

2001 % 2001 2001-._~----_. --
6iH-io CAT 6 Dron Ins{allallons 200

-
$76 $0 12 $0 $15000 86% $2,100 $12,900

_. (malerlals & laban

--------- Cisco 3640 Maintenance 1 $950 19- 12 $0 $960 86% -$133 $017-
86%glsco 1600 Malnlenance , 9 $240 $0 12 $0 $2160 $302 f---- $1,858

---~
APe HOD UPS 12 $550. _____$0 12 $0 $6,600 86% $924 $5,676
Router and Network 1 $82,400 $0 12 $0 $62,400 86% $8,736 $63664

..

~_END Technologies'
Installallan & Maintenance

rnN TOTAL $87,,110.00 $12 195.40 -
--_.~--f----- $74,914.80_

501265
' . ,

1----------_.Network File Servers $8315
f----

$0.00 $49,890 88% $6,9866 0 __ ~_J? $42~05
oei[Q..q!~'puter Total $49 890.op $8 9~UO---~'5.40- ----
- .. --

~--------- --- --------- ._-_._-_..-
--~- ----.. ----I-------'--'---------- --_. -- -_.._---~--

._--.~.------- --"..--- j------- --
.- --------_._- -----------.
--- - ------- ----_. _ .._ ...._----... -_.- _I.-...
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Schools and Libraries Division
Box 125"... Correspondence Unit
80 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, New Jersey 07981

BrnN~LE~~HSCHOOLD~T

ATTN: Danny Gour
LOCUST & MAPLE STREE
ARCADIA, LA 71001



USA \

Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

August 2,2001

Fund Year 4 FORM 471 CERTIFICATION-REJECTION LETTER

DANNY GOUR
BIENVILLE PARISH SCHOOL DIST

. LOCUST ~ MAPLE STREETS
ARCADIA, LA 71001

Re: Applicant's Form Identifier: 007
Form 471 Application Number:

Dear Applicant:

This letter is your notification that the Certification page of the FCC Form 471, SeNices Ordered and
Certification Form, you submitted did not meet Minimum Processing Standards. Therefore we are returning
your Form 471 Certification with this letter, which means that the Schools and Ubraries Division (SW)
could not process it. Here is an explanation of the specific reason(s) your Form 471 Certification did not
meet the Minimum Processing Standards:

• i The Form 471 Certification submitted is not the correct, OMS-approved FCC Form 471 with a
date of September 1999 in the lower right-hand corner ofthe form.

If you disagree with this decision and you wish to appeal to the SLD, your appeal must be made in writing
and received by us within 30 days of issuance of this letter. In your letter of appeal, please include: correct
contact Information for the appellant, information on the decision you are appealing; the speCific application
in question, a copy of this letter and an original authorized signature. Appeals sent by fax, e-mail or phone
call cannot be processed. Please mail your appeal to: Letter of Appeal, Schools and Libraries Division, Box
125-Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, NJ 07981.

While we encourage you to resolve your appeal with the SLD first, you have the option of filing an appeal ~

directly with the Federal Communications Commission (FCC), by sending your notice of appeal.to: FCC,
Office of the Secretary, 445 12th Street,SW; 1ih Street Lobby; Washington, D.C. 20554. Please reference
CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21 on the first page of your appeal. If you choose to file an appeal with the
FCC, your appeal must bereceived no later than 30 days from the date on' this letter.

Schools and Libraries Division

Universal Service Administrative Company

Enclosure:

(1) Form 471 Certification

Correspondence Unit - Box 125, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, NJ 07981
Visit us online at: http://www. universalservicz. org
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Schools and Libraries Division
Box 125 - Correspondence Unit
80 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, New Jersey 07981

Blli~LEPAro~~HSCHOOLD~T

ATTN: DANNY GOUR
LOCUST & MAPLE STREETS
ARCADIA, LA 71001



Universal Service Admjnistrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

Fund Year 4 FORM 471 CERTIFICATION-REJECTION LETTER

August 2, 2001

Danny Gaur
BIENVILLE PARISH SCHOOL DIST
LOCUST & MAPLE STREE
ARCADIA, LA 71001 .

Re: Applicant's Form Identifier: 007-lC
Form 471 Application Number: 226869

Dear Applicant:

This letter is your notification that the Certification page of the FCC Form 471, Services Ordered and
Certificailon Form, you submitted did not meet Minimum Processing Standards. Therefore we are returning
your Form 471 Certification with this letter, which means that the Schools and Ubraries Division (SLD)
could not process it. Here is an explanation of the specific reason(s) your Form 471 Certification did not
meet the Minimum Processing Standards:

• The Form 471 Certification submitted is not the correct, OMS-approved FCC Form 471 with a
date of September 1999 in the lower right-hand corner of the form.

If you disagree with this decision and you wish to appeal to the SLD, your appeal must be made in writing
and received by us within 30 days of issuance of this letter. In your letter of appeal, please include: correct
contact information for the appellant, information on the decision you are appealing, the specific application

_ in question, a copy of this letter and an original authorized signature. Appeals sent by fax, e-mail or phone
call cannot be processed. Please mail your appeal to: Letter of Appeal, Schools and Libraries Division, Box
125-Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, NJ 07981.

While we encourage you to resolve your appeal with the SLD first, you. have the option of filing an appeal _­
directly with the Federal Communications Commission (FCC), by sending your notice of appeal to: FCC,
Office of the Secretary, 445 12th Street, SW; 12th Street Lobby; Washington, D.C. 20554. Please reference
CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21 on the first page of your appeal. If you choose to file an appeal with the
FCC, your appeal must be received no later than 30 days from the da!e on this letter.

Schools and Libraries Division

Universal Service Administrative Company

Enclosure:

(1) Form 471 Certification

Correspondence Unit- Box 125, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, NJ 07981
Visit us online at: http://www.universalservice.org
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1The sd100IS and litllartes J re;nsent have secure<i access !D ad of the rc:souta:::!., lnclcdlng~.
llrnlning. scttware. mainlenanca. and~, =onecttons oac=sary to ioeIce 1iIt1"edfve use at1be

fservicas purt:hased as wei! as tD pay 1ha disccunted d'Iarges fer~$~

I
2~ AM cf the Indl'iidual sd'lcols, Jbr.iries. and litr.Iry consa1la listed in _BIodC 4 are~ by:

~ 3 ~ 0 an individual t.echooiogy pian fer using the ~rvice5 requested in ths~on;aOO'or
-b i~ !iigtler-eJ'el ted1notCgyptan(s) ror using the~ requested in lhi:s ~icaUcc1; or
c ; 0 no technology plan needed: Spp/;TJg for basic iocal and lcng cl:slance t~tlcJne seNice only

l

Bloqk 6: Certiflcationsand Signature
24 Th~ ~Uc2nt is eligible fer StJPPOlT because it indtJdes:(~-one or bottl..)

ai_~ scnoat:::! unde-!he statutory -deflnilfcns of~ and .secondary~i:s found in 1tIe Sementary
I aM Secondary EmJeaticn Act at 1965. 20 U..s.c. Sees.. B801(14) and (25). thai. do net operate as ft::f-
f prciil:~ and do hot have~~g $50 miIion; and/or

b f 0 libnlrie:l_or lii=r'y~ elIr;;iCie~ assisiance from a =ta ib=vy admInistnll1lle;;ganq under the

~ LibraryS~ and Ted'lncK:lgy Ad at 1996 that do not oper31e Elli ibr..pront IJusirnIsse5 and wi1cse
budgets~ compfeteiy separate fi'cm any sd1oois.. lnduding, but net lImilscf to, S/emeni:;ry and
secondary sctx:ols, colleges, or univen>ities.

27 S~ of ter"':-,ndogy plans (if representing muitipie ernlt1es wrtnmi;ced ted1nacgy plan siatus, d1ed both a and b}:

a !.@ technology plan(s) haslhave been approved•

.b fD tedlnaJogy pjan(;} IYiIJ be :;wroved by co S3t8 or o#'lef"a~ body.
c ;0 no :eci1nology pien needed; applying fa basic i<;aJ and 100q distsll= ledephJ:lna saMc:e aniy.

!
23 ~ certlfy !hat the eotftle:s e:Iigjbte fct auppert that f am representing hay~ c::lmplled with all ~bbleS-.ate

~ locsi ta-; regardlng pr=Jrement cf services for which support.is being ~ht..

,~

j certify that the services lhe ap¢c:aot purd'Jasas at~ provic-~ by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254 will be

~ SdefY tor~ purposas and 'NiSI not be sold. resaid, or transferred in c:on:siderntior torFey or any other tt1ing otvafL~

i=tify tbat tne entity(jes! ! represent bas ccmpiled wiiJl aU prcgram rutes and J aclr;now\edge tt'.at~1ure
~ do so may result in deniat of discount t..n:iing andfct" canc;sjJatlon of f1mding ccmmlrments..

31

33

j -

tunde!Siand !hat ttle dlGcount levei used fer sflared serYic.es is conditicnai. for futlJre years, upon
~rlng tt".at1t'1e most dIsadvantaged sd'1ccis and~ that are Irested as snaring in 1tle seMca.
~e.art appropri:a1e snare of benetlls fun tnooa saMe=..
!

~=gnize that J may be autiifed~ !D this appbticn and will retain for nve years any and 3JJreets and other rea:rds that J rely Upon lD fiI auf 1t'Iis appneatian..

4i:artffy~ I am a~ed to SlJbmrt this raquest en behait cf tt1ea~ ent1ties. that f have

~mined !his reQUest. and to !he best of my knowiadgeT .rncrmallon. aM beHet. ail staranetllS of fact
~.beatin3Z8JDJB_ - _

,

Sign~~J;iJdA
\ -

4x 135 Date34 --; C)i-j~- :< ~d) I. .
36 Prirdd name of autt\orized~ ..William Britt -

37 Tille J..posiuon of atJthor'ized~ -- Superintendent

Ja ~e numoer of authcrlzBd~· (318 ) 263-,.9416 ext.

p~+......g~ At aD -aq his faaq CUI·_~~r:oc fueNiw.......... Coo... WiansAct.
q U.S-C.~.:1J2.. ::I3Ibl arm. ar lm........uua&tll8der TIIlt 18 ~.. U1IIId ...CadI..1IlUJ:. SIc. 1001•

.



I\ttachment 1-TC
Form Ident'lIler 007
Entlly Number 139293

ITEM 21 AITACHMENT
471 Application Number 220710

.Bienville Parish
Calculation Worksheet

Telcom Costs

66%DIscount P ........ UIlL... l;f ... ....,..., ,0

r-- FRN Number Descrlntlon Qtv One Time RecurrlnQ Montli RecurrlnQ Total ERATE Schoo/ ERATE--
(Installl Costs Cost Disc CostCosts Factor Cost

Costs MMthly 2001 % 2001 2001

573330 Bell T1 Charoes 110 lines) 1 $0 $3560 12 $42,960 $42,960 66% $6,014 $36,946
POTS Ana/oo 1 $0 $5,200 12 $62,400 $62,400 86% $8,736 $53,664
Distance Laarn/rio Vldeo-12I1nes}" 1 $0 $1,500 12 $18,000 $18,000 86% $2,520 $15,480

Bell South Comm FRN TOTAL $10280 $123,360 $123 360 $17 270 $106,090
,

573338 POTS AnaloCl 1 $0 $900 12 $10,600 $10,800 86% .' $1,512 $9,288
~yTel FRN TOTAL $900 $10,800 $10800 $1,512 $9,288

573345 Lana Distance 1 $0 $1,250 12 $15,000 $15,000 86% $2,100 $12,900
AT&T Corp ,. FRN TOTAL: $1,250 $15,000 $15,000 $2100 $12,900

573352 Lona Distance 1 $0 $250 12 $3,000 $3,000 86% $420 $2,580
Century Tel FRN TOTAL $250 $3,000 $3,000 $420 $2,580

•• Distance Learning Video services dedicated Bell South.net compressed video services - only transmission services - no conlent



Allachment 2-IA
ronn Idenllfler 007
Entity NumfJer139293

ITEM 21 ATIACHMENT
471 Appllcallon Number 220710

Bienville Parish School District
Calculation Worksheet

Inlernel Access

rRN Number DescrlDl/on Qlv One Time RecurrlnCl Month Recurrlna Total ERATE School ERATE
IInslalll Costs Factor Costs Cost Disc ,Cost Cost
Costs 2001 2001 % 2001 2001

573377 Dedicated T1 Internet Service for all schools' 1 $0 $7,870 12 $94,440 $94,440 86% $13,222 $81.!~
SEND Technoloalas . FRN TOTAL $94,440 $94440 $13222 $81,218

• Internet service email support for all schools; support for school InterneI Installation. setup and provision for all eligible services required
for Inlernet access.
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Af+iic=1O Famt JdInCli. (!)(!) ~7 - 't" C.
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Bloqk 6·~ Certifications and Signature
lit Th~~ is~ fer 3tJPP<"ft becaus it inCudes; (Cher::X cne a: bottt.j

a1@ SC"lCOiS ur.ae-1tle.slan.ttJ::rfa~ at~ arid sec:::ndary~ found in lie S:ememary
~ and Secondary Edt.'C3Uon Act of;.965, 20 U_S_G.. Sec:L 8801{1.4J;md (25}. that do net c;lel'ate as fcr-
f proii businesses and do ;ict haI.e~~9 S50 miIion; arv:j/cr .

b! 0 1iDrnrie:l or libr.lry ccreortia eigiCie fer =s:s::al'1Ca from a =ta ib:ary admInistr.at!lle~ undar 1r.a
;- ~S~~ T«tlnoIcgy Ad of 1996 ths1 de net open:rtia sa fcr-proiil busirlesses lII1d wt1csef budges are~ sepaate ii'an any .sd1cds.~ bat net llmited to. .iHrnantary~
l s=ndary sd'loois, ctileges, or~ ,

- ~~

tThSSCUlOls anet libraries J represent havesecured a= fo all. of~r~ including~
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Attachment 3-IC

FormWentiller007~C

Entity Number 139293

ITEM 21 ATTACHMENT
471 Application Number 226889

Bienville Parish
Calculation Worksheet
Internal Connections

SharedDlscount Percentage 86%
FRN Number Deserlotlon '-' OTY One Time RecurrlnQ Month Recurrlno Total ERATE Sci~.~~

Ord (Installl Costs Factor Costs Cost Disc Cost Cost
Costs 2001 2001 % 2001 2001

573440 CAT 5 Droa Installations 200 $75 $0 12 $0 $15,000 86% $2,100 $12,900
(materials & labor)
Cisco 3640 Maintenance 1 $950 $0 12 $0 $950 86% $133 $817
Cisco 1600 Maintenance 9 $240 $0 12 $0 $2,160 86% $302 $1,858
APC 1400 UPS 12 $550 $0 12 $0 $6,600 86% $924 $5!~
Router and Nelwor~ 1 $62,400 $0 12 $0 $62,400 86%

..~ $53,664
Installation & Maintenance

SEND Technolooles FRN TOTAL $87 110.00 $12,195.40 $74914.60

581265 Network File Servers .---.-..!i . $8,315 0 12 $0.00 . $49,890 86% $6,985 $42,905
Dell ComputE:r Total ---- $49,890.00 $6,984.60 $42,905.40
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